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Election/Restrictions 

Per the restriction requirement of April 17, 2007, claims 71-80 are withdrawn 
from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected 
invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Applicant timely traversed 
the restriction (election) requirement in the reply filed on May 14, 2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 50, 58-64 and 81-87 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Recitations such as "the major surface" on line 12 of claim 50 render the claims 
indefinite because they lack antecedent basis. Recitations such as "channel" on line 13 
of claim 81 render the claims indefinite because it is unclear whether or not the 
applicant is referring to the channel set forth above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 49, 51 , 52, 56, 57 and 69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Camperelli (US 6651390) in view of Beier (US 5836628). Camperelli 
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discloses an astragal assembly for attachment to a passive door having interior and 
exterior surfaces opposite to one another and an outer edge extending from the exterior 
surface to the interior surface, the astragal assembly comprising: 

a frame 20 comprising an exterior portion (labeled below), an interior portion 
(labeled below) spaced from and situated opposite to the exterior portion to establish an 
elongated open channel there between, and a side portion (labeled below) extending 
between the exterior portion and the interior portion and adapted to be attached to the 
outer edge of the passive door, the elongated open channel having a channel opening 
extending between the exterior portion and the interior portion and opposed to the side 
portion; 

a wooden insert 4 retained in the elongated open channel of the frame, the 
wooden insert having a groove 6 sized to accommodate a locking mechanism. 
Camperelli is silent concerning a strike plate. 

However, Beier discloses a strike plate hardware 49 attached to a wooden insert 
12, the strike plate hardware having a strike plate opening 48 aligned with a groove in 
the wooden insert 12. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
Camperelli with a strike plate, as taught by Beier, to more securely hold the latch when 
the door is closed. 
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Claims 49, 65 and 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hudson (US 6082049) in view of Beier. Hudson discloses an astragal assembly 
for attachment to a passive door having interior and exterior surfaces opposite to one 
another and an outer edge extending from the exterior surface to the interior surface, 
the astragal assembly comprising: 

a frame 2, 4, 6 comprising an exterior portion 2, an interior portion 6 spaced from 
and situated opposite to the exterior portion to establish an elongated open channel 
there between, and a side portion 4 extending between the exterior portion and the 
interior portion and adapted to be attached to the outer edge of the passive door, the 
elongated open channel having a channel opening extending between the exterior 
portion and the interior portion and opposed to the side portion; 

a wooden insert 16 retained in the elongated open channel of the frame, the 
wooden insert having a groove 8 sized to accommodate a locking mechanism; 

openings 23 (claim 65). Hudson is silent concerning a strike plate. 

However, Beier discloses a strike plate hardware 49 attached to a wooden insert 
12, the strike plate hardware having a strike plate opening 48 aligned with a groove in 
the wooden insert 12. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Hudson 
with a strike plate, as taught by Beier, to more securely hold the lock when the door is 
closed. 
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Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Camperelli in view of Beier as applied to claims 49, 51 , 52, 56, 57 and 69 above, and 
further in view of Germano (US 5590919). Germano discloses a wooden insert 
comprising multiple wooden strips. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
Camperelli, as modified above, with a wooden strip construction, as taught by Germano, 
to reduce the cost of manufacturing the assembly. 

Claims 53, 67 and 68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hudson in view of Beier as applied to claims 49, 65 and 70 above, and further in 
view of Germano (US 5590919). Germano discloses a wooden insert comprising 
multiple wooden strips. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
Camperelli, as modified above, with a wooden strip construction, as taught by Germano, 
to reduce the cost of manufacturing the assembly. 

Claim 55 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Camperelli in view of Beier as applied to claims 49, 51 , 52, 56, 57 and 69 above. 
Camperelli, as modified above, discloses a metal frame, but is silent concerning the 
specific type of metal. 

However, the examiner takes official notice that aluminum is well known to one 
having ordinary skill in the art and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art to make the frame of Camperelli, from aluminum to make the frame more 
corrosion resistant. 

Claim 66 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Camperelli in view of Beier as applied to claims 49, 51 , 52, 56, 57 and 69 above, and 
further in view of Schoultz (US 4242848). Schoultz discloses a metal frame having an 
exterior portion 3 and an interior portion 3 each having a respective hook 4 that extends 
into a wooden channel 23 and 23'. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide 
Camperelli, as modified above, with hooks and channels, as taught by Schoultz, to 
more securely attach the wooden insert to the frame. 

Claims 81-84, 86 and 87 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wright (US 6453616) in view of Massey et al. (US 6491326). Wright 
discloses an astragal 10 comprising: 

a frame 26, 28 comprising an exterior portion 28 having a first side 124 and a 
second side 122 and comprising an exterior flange 126 extending from the first side and 
a stop 128 extending from the second side, an interior portion 52 spaced from and 
opposed to the exterior portion and comprising an interior flange opposite from and 
substantially parallel to the exterior flange, a side portion 50 extending between the 
exterior portion and the interior portion, a fastener formation 110 disposed on a major 
surface of the side portion, and a spacer 86 protruding from the major surface of the 
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side portion in a direction that is substantially perpendicular to the major surface and 
substantially parallel to said interior flange; wherein the exterior portion, the interior 
portion, and the side portion collectively form a channel, with the spacer extending away 
from the channel; and 

an insert member 30 retained substantially within the channel of the frame to 
present an outer surface, the insert member having a groove (not numbered, but shown 
in figure 5) sized to accommodate a locking mechanism. Wright is silent concerning a 
gasket and a strike plate. 

However, Massey et al. discloses an astragal comprising a gasket 7 
interconnecting a side portion 45 and an exterior portion 83 and a strike plate hardware 
21 extending between the interior and exterior portions. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Wright 
with a gasket and a strike plate, as taught by Massey et al., to thermally isolate the 
exterior portion from the interior portion and to enable a latch to engage the astragal 
without damaging the astragal, respectively. It should be noted that the groove of the 
insert member 30 extends the entire length of the astragal. Therefore, the opening of 
the strike plate would align with the groove as long as it is mounted on the side portion 
50. Additionally, the strike plate would be attached to the outer surface of the insert 
member 30 since the strike plate is attached to the side portion 50 which is attached to 
the insert member 30. 
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Claims 49, 50, 54, 58-64 and 85 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wright in view of Massey et al. as applied to claims 81-84, 86 and 87 
above. Wright, as modified above, is silent concerning the material of the insert 
member 30. 

However, the examiner takes official notice that wood is well known to one 
having ordinary skill in the art and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to make the insert member of Wright, from wood so that the wooden door and 
the insert member can be made as one integral unit. 

With respect to claim 63, a tubular portion is formed by the insert 140 as shown 
in figure 5. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed September 8, 2009 have been fully considered but 
they are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory J. Strimbu whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6836. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00 to 
4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on 571-272-7069. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Gregory J. Strimbu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3634 



